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RACIAL 
KINSHIP 


THE DOMINANT FACTOR IN NATIONHOOD 


1. RACIAL RUMBLINGS 


It has been said that the greatest danger to mankind is that “the world 
might divide itself along racial lines.”* In point of fact mankind is already so 
divided, each nation, whatever its culture or form of society or government, 
tending to reflect in varying degrees the inborn or natural genius, inclinations 
and ethos of the race or subrace of its nationals. 

As mankind multiplies by blind natural compulsion beyond the dim- 
inishing resources of the world to sustain it so will the competitive struggle 
for survival become more intense between communities divided by ancestry, 
kinship, instincts and heritage. Such rivalry is generally expressed in political 
terms of nationalities and artificial cultural groups, but a deeper study will 
reveal it to be basically biological in origin and racial in nature. It can indeed 
already be seen that racial attitudes and racial friction, within nations and 
between nations, are playing an increasingly conspicuous part in human 
affairs, but the significance of the trend towards overt racial consciousness 
along rational and realistic lines will not fully be recognized until the fog of 
political pretence and religious obscurantism is blown away. 

As long ago as 1905, when the unhappy consequences of undesirable 
immigration into England and America were first becoming acutely felt, at a 
time also when controversy raged round the employment of Chinese and East 
Indians in South Africa and the Kaiser’s die Gelbe Gefahr, we find H.G. Wells 
complaining in his essay, Race and Utopia, that “the world is in a sort of 
delirium about race and the racial struggle” and that “man had an incurable 
disposition to form aggregates,” i.e. to think in terms of families, classes, 
nations and races. In the intervening period between then and now, however, 
sinister and prejudiced influences have succeeded in suppressing any exten- 
sion of knowledge of the true nature of the growing crisis in human evolution, 


*Sir Alec Douglas-Home, Prime Minister of Great Britain, before the multiracial Royal 
Commonwealth Society (1964). 
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But the truth can no longer be hidden, as seemed to be recognized by one 
newspaper of international standing, The Times, when in June 1970 it put 
Race first on the agenda for action by the newly-elected Conservative govern- 
ment of Great Britain and Northem Ireland. In the event, however, unheeding 
this wise advice and forgetful of Disraeli’s warning of a hundred years ago 
that “the nation that ignores race, does so at its peril,” the Conservative 
Administration, espousing the cause of Marxist multiracialism and spurning 
the ideals of kinship loyalties, showed little patriotic interest in this all- 
important issue. It would indeed seem that few politicians who rise to power 
are inclined to accept the civilized principle that a nation has an inherent 
right, divinely sanctioned according to the Bible, to preserve her identity and 
protect her historical integrity and heritage by determining the racial or 
ethnic composition of her own people. 

It already seems to be forgotten that the League of Nations endorsed 
the principle of ethnic or racial self-determination for the settlement of 
national frontiers after the First World War, but emotion and prejudice were 
allowed to override reason and commonsense and the principle was not 
strictly applied — and the seeds of the Second World War were sown. 

Believing that economic circumstances are paramount in human affairs, 
Marxists and other egalitarians argue that even if biological racial differences 
and inequalities do exist they have no social significance except as ill-founded 
prejudices. In the popular jargon of our times Marxists inappropriately use 
the extreme term “hatred” instead of “dislike” when racial matters are dis- 
cussed, and any action to choose one’s company according to one’s own 
preference, which they call prejudice, they condemn as irrational and discrim- 
inatory, conduct which they say must be outlawed. A typical example of this 
socially disruptive process in England was furnished in July 1974 when an 
elderly Englishwoman was threatened by the Government’s Race Relations 
Board, set up under the Race Relations Act (1965), for openly showing her 
dislike at being compelled to provide a room in her home for an Indian Sikh. 
Under the same Act four Englishmen were placed on trial in 1968 for pub- 
lishing a paper about racial differences, which the Government, in an effort 
to suppress free speech on the subject, alleged showed an unlawful bias in 
favour of English people. Fortunately for the sake of the nation’s future the 
jury unanimously rejected the Government’s case. 


On 16th October 1974, a decisive ruling was given in the House of 
Lords that English working men’s clubs and similar clubs confined to Scottish 
or English or Welsh membership, as well as clubs for West Indian and African 
Negroes and Asiatics Indians and Pakistanis, could not be forced under the 
Race Relations Acts to give up their freedom and civilized right to select 
membership compatible with their own natures and in accordance with their 
own racial inclinations. The egalitarian administrators of the Government’s 


6 


Race Relations Board, however, immediately protested against this wholly 
praiseworthy decision since they saw in it a setback to their prejudiced hopes 
of artificially “equalizing” nationals on Marxist lines. It may be mentioned 
that the European Convention on Human Rights (Article 11) categorically 
asserts that everyone has a right to freedom of association, an inherent right 
the Race Relations Boards seeks to make unlawful in England as it does not 
conform to Communist Marxist doctrine. 

Despite efforts of Marxist official bodies to enforce unnatural assimila- 
tion and uniformity in Great Britain and America, the ethnic minority groups, 
finding segregation more congenial than integration, are now beginning to 
show increasing eagerness to retain their God-given racial and cultural identi- 
ties. On broad lines history records the probable consequences of such a 
trend. In India, for example, where for nearly 400 years Mongoloid Moghul 
(Moslem) invaders and immigrants intimately intermingled with the Indian 
peoples they were never assimilated — and in 1947 the separate nation of 
Pakistan was created. 

Because of the dubious nature of Marxist dialectics, it may be as well at 
the outset to warn the student that one tenet of Communist ideology is that 
a fact is not to be regarded as true unless it can be reconciled with Marxist 
theory. As history shows this spurious doctrinaire formula for action has not 
been entirely absent from religious thought. In the secular field of politics the 
churches (but not the synagogues) see little value to humanity in the abiding 
loyalties of family, kinship and nationhood, and openly advocate promis- 
cuous racial intercourse with racial interbreeding as the best way to break 
down the natural ties of affinity out of which nations have been born and 
civilizations made possible. In pursuance of their preconceptions the churches 
give aid through the World Council of Churches to Negroid guerillas to carry 
out a murderous campaign against the non-Negroid Christian peoples in 
Africa. As one move in this political campaign the Church hierarchy in England 
have even criticized Christians who wish to emigrate to South Africa and 
Rhodesia. At the same time they have gone out of their way to welcome 
non-Christian alien races into England. Such discordant anti-British align- 
ments would perhaps help to explain why church attendances in England 
have fallen off by 20% during the past ten years. 

A similar doctrinaire reluctance to acknowledge the truths of nature 
and the human condition as revealed by science and rational thought can also 
be seen as an element in the tactics for self-advancement of professional 
politicians, especially Socialists, in order to gain and retain power over their 
unsuspecting fellow citizens. 

Doctrines for moral and political guidance are not likely to succeed 
unless they are firmly founded, and seen to be founded, on reality as mani- 
fested by natural law. 


2. DEFINITION OF RACE 


Those who in their religious or political bias base their case on the 
untenable abstraction of human equality almost invariably confuse matters 
by ringing the changes on the term “race”, firstly as denoting the whole of 
mankind as one “brotherhood” distinct from the rest of the animal kingdom, 
an obsolescent use of the term according to the Oxford Dictionary, and 
secondly, still inaccurately but with less emphasis, as referring to a population 
as one of the cultural varieties of the species. 

The concept of a raceless mankind, the Myth of the Brotherhood of 
Man, bears no relationship whatever to the world of reality, and political or 
religious attempts to apply such a concept as part of the Marxist ideology 
inevitably tend to destroy the organic orderliness of society. Those who are 
not prejudiced and are prepared to accept facts as presented to their senses 
and understanding need make no assumptions at all about the real nature of 
human and racial diversity. 


Habits, customs and cultural patterns outwardly depict the inborn 
quality of each racial group as evolved by nature. Racial attitudes arise from 
intrinsic racial attributes. Both the subjective and objective sides of the ques- 
tion must be considered. Some ethnologists prefer to use the term “‘ethnic 
phenomena” to cover all aspects of the subject. 

In his masterly work, Race, published in February 1974, in which he 
brings up to date all that need be known to establish beyond further dispute 
the validity of inherent racial inequalities, Dr. John R. Baker of Oxford, who 
is acknowledged to be one’of the world’s foremost specialists in his own field 
of biology, introduces the term “ethnic taxon” as a more scientific and 
definitive title for each racial congeries with its specific natural characteristics. 
It perhaps may be mentioned that in his objective thesis, Dr. Baker does not 
hesitate to draw attention to the deliberate misrepresentation that has 
clouded the racial controversy, particularly since 1930. 

Politically confusing the term “race” with “population”, egalitarians 
claim that because of racial interbreeding during historical times pure races no 
longer exist, a belief that logically carries with it the premise that pure races 
did at one time exist. More regard should be had to racial uniqueness than to 
racial purity. It should be superfluous to say that like begets like and parents 
of one race bear children of the same race. No authority in fact disputes the 
continued existence of natural racial distinctions, and it is possible to make 
racial comparisons even though a particular population or nation as now 
defined (a country of one or more races under one government) may be made 
and that some degree of racial interbreeding has occurred. Within a nation of 
people of common racial descent tribally-mixed matings could result in what 
may perhaps not quite accurately be called “racial vigour”, but racially- 
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mixed matings, i.e. incompatible or dysgenic miscegenation, could only result 
in the procreation of unhappy social misfits, with consequences deleterious 
to the race of either parent and to the nation. 

As domestic pedigree horses and dogs are selectively bred by man, so 
are the human races selectively bred by nature. The interbreeding of the 
varieties (races) of the species, whether domesticated animals or man, irre- 
trievably eliminates the finer genetic points. 

Dispensing with as many technicalities as possible it suffices here to 
accept the simple definition of race as it is given in standard dictionaries, 
meaning a group of people of common stock or a biological group with 
inherited physical and mental characteristics peculiarly their own. This 
corresponds with the statement of UNESCO that “races consist of groups of 
men who differ from other groups in their inheritable biological characteris- 
tics”, Each race has a character recognizably its own. 


3. REMOTE RACIAL BEGINNINGS 


The first men did not have a brain sufficiently developed to enable 
them to think of the earth on which they lived as being other than flat to 
the ever-receding horizon. This primitive belief was so ingrained that even 
when it was shown to be false and that the world was neither flat nor im- 
movably fixed but instead was a gigantic ball revolving in space and orbiting 
round the sun, men found it difficult to purge their minds of the illusion. 
Learned men who saw the truth and taught it were persecuted, just as are 
scientists today who proclaim the truths about man’s inherent racial nature. 

Another great illusion of old was that all things living on earth, mankind 
not excepted, together with the fossils bearing witness to man’s pre-human 
racial history, were brought into being a few thousand years ago in one 
stupendous flash of creation in the complex form in which they exist to-day. 
It was not until a hundred or so years ago that Charles Darwin, one of the 
many great geniuses of the white Aryan Caucasoids, painstakingly accumu- 
lated evidence to show, what to precipient minds now seems self-evident, how 
the cosmic compulsions of natural law, in a universal process of unbroken 
continuity, had taken millions of years to fashion out of the primordial dust 
of the universe, the intricate structures, including man and his races, inhabi- 
ting our planet to-day. Variations in organic life rise initially from subtle 
physico-chemical changes in the genes (the basic units conveying intrinsic 
qualities) brought about by some as yet unexplained elemental force spon- 
taneously released. In the proliferation of new genes, gene mutations and new 
gene combinations advantageous to survival under different conditions were 
the beginnings of the human races. This revelation of the true origin and 
dynamism of all living things was also rejected as false by unperceptive or 
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prejudiced minds, particularly by churchmen who feared that such a notion 
of causal inevitability under immutable laws of nature might tend to under- 
mine certain aspects of biblical morality. Scholars with open minds, however, 
who had acquainted themselves with the facts, could see no reason why the 
the truth should not be told, but they were made victims of ridicule, harass- 
ment and persecution, as are scientists and others to-day who openly and 
without prejudice teach what is now known with certainty about the biolo- 
gical structure of mankind’s racial divisions. 

Some religious bigots, even now, remain unconvinced of the validity of 
Darwin’s explanation of how organic life in all its manifold diversity is the 
inevitable outcome of a natural process of selection and adaptation and could 
not be other than what it is in the ever-changing universe evolving along some 
pre-ordained line of least resistance. Charles Darwin, it may be mentioned, 
was not an atheist, as is often alleged by those who seek to discredit him, for 
he avowed that behind his findings there was Principle not susceptible to 
human understanding or definition in finite scientific terms. Process, not 
purpose, is what Darwin could see. How, not why, was the problem he solved. 

Man is an evolving organism, not a machine. As the physical body, 
including the brain, has evolved, so has the mind. Absolute duality of mind 
and matter (the soul and body relationship) is a metaphysical concept as 
confusing as the long-held illusion, still held by many, particularly poets, that 
whereas the brain is the seat of reason, the heart is the seat of the emotions. 

Though a prerequisite of progress in human societies mere brain-power 
is not necessarily an indispensable factor in survival, indeed, it can now be 
seen that human beings, like certain other species, with the more complex 
neural and brain structures essential for higher achievement are being out- 
bred by those not so well endowed. This consideration should not be over- 
looked when racial averages are compared. Nor should it be forgotten that in 
nature, there is no law that guarantees progress towards an ideal society. Nor 
is there any certainty of human perfection on earth. 

Sir Julian Huxley, perhaps the greatest exponent of the evolutionary 
hypothesis, has adumbrated that man himself, whether primitive or advanced, 
is intrinsically or genetically what he was 5,000 or more years ago and that 
his society only is evolving in any discernibly progressive way. (It would seem 
that in semantics man, the individual, often gets confused with mankind, the 
species). If, however, the suggestion of Sir Julian Huxley has any value, that is 
if man is not keeping pace with his environment, then the human species, like 
the other anthropoids and despite increasing numbers and technological pro- 
gress, could have reached its paracme and that it might indeed already have 
started on the downward path of biological devolution, a decline that would 
be accelerated by dysgenic interracial breeding in societies or nations enforcing 
racial adulteration or integration by decree as in America and England. The 
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radical changes now occurring in the racial balance of mankind as a result of 
one race increasing at a greater rate than another is one pointer to the evolu- 
tionary future of the species. In the Soviet Union alarm has been expressed 
(February 1974) that Mongoloid elements are fast outbreeding Caucasoid 
Nordic/Slavs. And in America the Negroid peoples are multiplying at a rela- 
tively greater rate than the Whites, as are Negroids in Africa and Caucasoid 
Asiatics (East Indians, Pakistanis etc) and Negroids (West Indians etc) in 
England. According to United Nations demographic statistics published in 
November 1974, the birth rate of the white races of European stock is only 
18 per 1,000 while the comparable figure for the rest of mankind borders on 
40 per 1,000. 

It has been estimated (June 1974) that despite any attempts that might 
be made by rational or artificial methods to contain proliferation the world 
population will exceed 7,000,000,000 by the end of the century, of which 
total about 1,500,000,000 will be Chinese and 1,000,000,000 Asiatic Indians. 

The theories of Malthus, first published in 1798, are being proved valid 
as the human species expands beyond the natural resources of the habitable 
world. 


4. RACES HAVE PRE-HUMAN ANCESTRY 


A superstition still tenaciously held, especially by those who interpret 
the Bible too literally, is that the human races in whatever form they may 
exist to-day, as well as the more primitive races now extinct, have all descen- 
ded from a single pair of human progenitors, Adam and Eve, resembling 
modern white Caucasoids, and further that all the extant races appeared on 
earth at the same time. In fact the races of to-day, with their indelibly dis- 
parate characteristics, could not possibly have had cognate human, as opposed 
to pre-human, ancestry. Early Cro-Magnon men of 15,000 years ago, ances- 
tral to most Europeans of to-day, may have descended from a subrace of the 
more apelike, but big-brained, Neanderthal men who apparently became 
extinct in Europe some 30,000 years earlier, but the connecting links are 
few. Nor from the evidence of phylogeny and genetics does it seem possible 
that the Caucasoids could have descended from the same primary stock as the 
Negroids, and there is no reason at all to suppose that the Negroids of Africa 
came from an offshoot of early Caucasoids or Mongoloids. As the great 
geneticist, Professor Ruggles Gates, has said: “Mankind is the product of 
more than one species.” 

It is interesting to note that amongst the ancestors of the northern 
European peoples of to-day, including the English, with their pronounced 
Nordic and Anglo-Saxon racial elements, were the civilized fair-headed Mound 


i 


Folk of the Bronze Age whose remains, dating back before 1,000 B.C., have 
been found in Denmark. ft must have taken thousands of generations of evolu- 
tionary sifting to produce the specific racial characteristics, including blond- 
ness, of this unique Caucasoid subrace. 

One spurious theory being propagated is that all modern races originated 
only in historical times and that in effect ethnic entities are little more than 


transient cultural or social growths of minimal biological substance or signi 
cance. Under the baneful influence of Marxist agitators and Jewish social 
anthropologists such as Franz Boas, Ashley Montagu and Ruth Benedict, this 
baseless belief has found favour with the United Nations. 


5. MEN ARE NOT BORN EQUAL 


Perhaps the greatest of all fallacies hampering rational thought on 
racial matters is the @ priori postulate that all men of all races are equal at 
birth, that all infants are organically and potentially alike in body and mind 
when born, and that if brought up in a society offering equal opportunities 
would be equal to one another throughout life. This egalitarian concept was 
rhetorically written into the American Declaration of Independence and 
now appears in a modified form in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights 
(Article 1) to read: “All human beings are born free and equal in dignity and 
rights. They are endowed with reason and conscience . . .” This rehashed 
concept of equal birthright, couched in ambiguous terms calculated to mis- 
lead, has little meaning in the English idiom, however construed. No creature 
can be considered free at birth, and human dignity and rights relate to mutual 
respect which can only be earned by conduct. Conscience comes with the 
development of moral sensibility, which necessarily varies between races and 
between cultures. And we know with certainty that children are not all born 
with identical reasoning capacity, nor are they all endowed with an equal 
ability to learn. Contrary to the egalitarian view, educationalists know from 
experience that some children are blessed by nature with special gifts, and 
they know that some gifts have racial significance. 

Equality is often confused with equity. Justice may demand equality 
before the law, but races cannot be made equal by decree any more than the 
sexes can be, yet laws have been passed in England to enforce such equality 
by making it a punishable offence to discriminate between races and between 
the sexes. To a limited extent human nature may be managed, but it cannot 
be transmuted except genetically. Man may change his religion and his nation- 
ality but not his race. For instance children born in England of Negro or East 
Indian or Jewish parents do not become English or indigenous by that fact, 
that is to say they do not become aboriginal or native by descent or heritage. 
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Official assertions made to the contrary may be dismissed as so much Marxist 
mendacity. 

The churches still insist that “all men are equal in the sight of God,” 
while at the same time illogically stressing the “importance of the individual 
person, each completely unique in God’s sight.” It should be obvious that if 
all men are equal, no man could be unique, even in the spiritual sense. 

Equal opportunities do not confer or promote equality either of status 
or being. On the contrary they establish grades of ability, proving that one 
person is by comparison superior to another. Equality or equal opportunity, 
society cannot have both. Realising that equal chances in examination reveal 
inequalities in capacity Marxist or Communist student organizations have 
pressed for the abolition of examinations altogether as being unfair to the less 
capable. Any assumption of equality, individual and racial, where no such 
equality exists engenders envy and false expectations and predictably leads to 
social unrest. Political pandering to the uneducated, putting ruling power in 
the hands of the less competent, inexorably ends in loss of social efficiency 
and a lowering in standards of civilized life. 


6. MAN AND HIS RACES ARE NOT EXEMPT FROM NAT- 
URAL LAW 


Some thinkers like to believe that scientific technology in more civil- 
ized societies is so modifying man’s environment that man himself is being 
rendered immune from the discriminatory or selective forces of nature. This 
is a misconception since by definition evolution is all-permeating, at work 
both in forest and factory, and cannot be isolated or eliminated by artificial 
means. In short, while man may imagine himself free to control his own 
environment, he has no power to insulate himself from the discriminating 
factor of evolution. Considered objectively and more comprehensively, sexual 
selection, the mutual liking shown in mating amongst civilized peoples, can be 
regarded as an integral part of nature’s selective machinery, not a separate or 
independent process. The choice of normal people to associate intimately 
with familiars of their own racial kind is nature’s healthy way of ordering 
things as decreed by the Creator. In some religious and political circles, how- 
ever, such discriminating and rational fellowship is denounced as the product 
of “evil prejudice,” and in America and England laws have been enacted 
forbidding it. While the lines of evolution may be either divergent or conver- 
gent in effect, survival largely depends for its stability on compatible rela- 
tionships in fulfilment of gregarious instincts, “the segregation of congenial 
genes.” Organic symmetry or social harmony indispensable for national unity 
and progress cannot endure unless founded on racial homogeneity as deter- 
mined by natural law. 
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7. RACIAL DIFFERENCES ARE FUNDAMENTAL 


It may be said that racial differences are fundamental in that they are 
the product, not of superficial culture, but of organic or evolutionary change 
yielding qualities genetically inheritable. Such biological variations between 
racial types are infinite in number, far too many to be given here in any 
detail. They range widely over fields of anatomy and physiology, over blood 
groups, rates of maturation, susceptibility to disease — and mental phenomena. 

Pigmentation of skin and other biological colours of racial significance 
in human beings reflect in varying degrees the presence of granules of melanin 
in the system, an inherited condition differing greatly between the races in 
many complex ways. The black colouring of Negroes is not in the same gene- 
tic category as that of Australian Aborigines and Asiatic Indians. White skins 
with fair hair and blue eyes are exclusive Caucasoid characteristics, but not all 
Caucasoids are white. Dark skins confer an evolutionary advantage in tropical 
regions. Under colder climates with less sunshine whiteness of skin makes for 
healthy survival. Mongoloids, e.g. Chinese and Japanese, grouped together as 
the Yellow Race on account of their yellowish complexions, have black hair 
and dark eyes, as have Amerinds (American Indians) who are also of Mongo- 
loid racial stock. Mongoloids living nearer the Equator have been evolved with 
darker skins. 

Natural colour of skin, though convenient as a ready means of identi- 
fying certain races, is loosely applied by politicians and ecclesiastics as if races 
differed only in this respect and that skin colour had some kind of intrinsic 
uniformity. For instance, in legislation enacted in America and England 
designed to enforce racial integration by breaking down harmonious social 
fellowships, dark skinned Negroids and dark skinned Asiatic Indians are indis- 
criminately lumped together as “coloured”, an attribution the Indians find 
distasteful, particularly as they have a natural yearning to preserve their racial 
identity within their own kinship wherever they may dwell. 

Besides differences in colour there are considerable differences in racial 
bodily smells, a touchy subject normally tabu in Western societies. From 
earliest times civilized people have tried with the use of deodorants to hide 
from their olfactory sense smells which emanate from natural bodily func- 
tions. Organic effluvia here considered are gases released by glands, differing 
from race to race, and are not to be confused with fetid odours arising from 
faeces or flatulence which would vary according to diet, habit and disease. 
Glandular odours have powerful sexual influences, both attractive and repel- 
lent, a factor of great significance in the evolution of the races. Mongoloids 
such as Chinese, Koreans and Japanese are singularly devoid of body odours, 
and in their nostrils the smell of Europeans is offensive. The odour given off 
by Pygmies is repugnant to Negroes, a deterrent against interbreeding. Cauca- 
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soids of the Indian subcontinent dislike the characteristic musklike smell of 
Negroids. As Dr. Baker points out after examining this subject in great 
detail: “There seems to be general agreement that Europids (Caucasoids of 
Europe) find the smell of Negrids (Negroids of Africa and the Western Hemis- 
phere) strong and markedly different from their own.” 

Sounds also have profound racial significance. The voices of Mongoloids, 
particularly the Chinese, are high-pitched, their talk sounding twittering in 
the ears of other races. But the guttural talk of Mongoloid Amerinds is deep- 
pitched. The voices of Negroids are relatively low in the tonal scale, Those of 
the more variable Caucasoids range between the two extremes. Such contrasts 
in speech result from evolved structural variations in the vocal organs. To a 
certain extent this would account for linguistic origins and developments. 
Associated with this are differences in musical appreciation. Europeans do 
not like or understand the music that appeals to the Mongoloids. Asiatic 
Indians seem to have little ear for the classical music of cultured Europeans. 
And the primitive drum-throbbing sexually psychedelic music of Negroids has 
attraction only for immature Caucasoid juveniles. The plantation melodies of 
the Negroids in America are not typical of the race. In general Negroids seem 
by nature to have a greater liking for noise than other races. Jews have a 
conspicuous capacity for music as an art, their skill in this respect covering 
both instrumental virtuosity and composition, embracing all extremes, both 
crude and refined. 

In this connexion Mongoloids, especially the Chinese, often seem 
exceptionally insensitive to external stimuli or often hide their feelings, both 
pleasure and pain, behind a mask of inscrutability. Extensive research into 
sensory or neural responses of the very young has established that Mongoloids 
inherit a phlegmatic disposition as a racial characteristic, 

Taste or palate varies in a curious way between races. It has been shown 
that Mongoloids and Negroids can detect PTU or PTC more readily than can 
other r: The Australoids seem hardly able to taste this chemical at all. 
Dietary requirements for good health also differ between the races. 

Nor is eyesight the same for all races, some races being considerably 
more colour-blind than others, Tests have shown that Mongoloid Eskimos are 
less colour-blind on average than Caucasoid Europeans. It is interesting to 
note that the eyeball of Mongoloids and Negroids is heavier than that of the 
Caucasoids. 

Sexual characteristics, both in physical form and habit, differentiate the 
races in many strange ways. The geni of the Khoisans, in particular the 
Sanids (Bushmen) of Southern Africa, are most astonishingly dissimilar in 
both sexes from the sex organs of other races. The abnormally fat buttocks, 
not a diseased condition, of Sanid females seem to make a strong sexual 
appeal to the males, suggestive of an inborn preference that could only have 
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arisen from some advantage to survival of the race over countless centuries 
under special terrestrial conditions. As an indication of racial differences in 
sexual behaviour, research in America over two years to June 1974 revealed 
that 95% of all pregnancies amongst Negroid teenagers occurred before mar- 
riage, as against 66% for White teenagers. 

It was once thought that children born in the tropics matured more 
quickly for that reason than children born elsewhere, but this is now known 
to be untrue. The age of puberty, in fact, varies according to race, Mongoloid 
Chinese girls being among the earliest to mature. This fundamental racial dif- 
ferentiation alone shows how undersirable it is for races to mix intimately in 
one community. 

That the human races differ in susceptibility to disease has been med- 
ically known for nearly two hundred years. Diseases brought into England 
during the past few years by infected immigrants from tropical lands have 
placed a severe strain on the hospital services, even requiring quarantine sta- 
tions to be set up for immigrants suffering from leprosy. The reason why 
Negroids living over wide parts of Africa are less prone than other races to 
malaria is the presence of the condition known as sickle-cell anaemia. In 
certain cases, however, this inherited abnormality could have lethal effect: 
In answer to a question this writer had raised in the House of Commons in 
connexion with the official arrangements being made to hybridize the indig- 
enous English people, the Government announced that sickle-cell anaemia 
and other congenital tropical ailments could not be transmitted to White 
people by mating with Blacks or by interracial blood transfusions, a conclu- 
sion which seems to conflict with the fact that such conditions have been 
found in racial hybrids. 

The essential formation of the célls making up the blood stream fur- 
nishes vital clues to the age-old separation of the races. The famous geneticist, 
Sir Ronald Fisher, came to the conclusion that it would be possible, given 
sufficient research and experience, to classify with exactitude mankind’s races 
and subraces on the basis of their respective gene assemblies and blood group 
combinations. Because of such congenital differences, involving diseases as 
they do, great care has to be taken to ensure that blood transfusions are made 
on an appropriate racial basis. In April 1974, the medical specialist in charge 
of the North London Transfusion Centre refused to allow further transfusions 
from Blacks to Whites because of the grave risks (ten times as great) of infec- 
ting English recipients with the virus of hepatitis and sickle-cell anaemia. This 
precaution was promptly denounced by egalitarian multi- 
racists as an objectionable form of racial discrimination against coloured 
immigrants. 

The external and readily visible racial features of the head, the thick 
lips, flared noses, small circular ears, prognathic jaws, black lanate hair of the 
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Negroids; the thin lips, narrow nostrils, large ears and sharp projecting chins 
of Europeans; the oblique setting of the eye orbits of the Mongoloids; the 
beetling brows and large teeth of the Australoids, all such features are too 
numerous to set out in detail here. As in the case of other racial characteris- 
tics such as colour of skin they had their origin in the survival value they con- 
ferred under special conditions. Such features, including the more generalized 
ones such as “Jewish-looking,” are essential aids in identification and criminal 


detection, but to mention them publicly is now being proscribed as this 
would imply a form of discrimination that might give offence to racial 
minorities. 

The most important of the skeletal formations is the skull, the case of 
the brain, which differs in size, shape and thickness between the existing races. 
And fossil skulls provide convincing evidence of mankind’s prehistoric racial 
variability. In a general way races have been classified as longheads, or round- 
heads or as coming in between. The evolutionary conditions which gave 
specific rise to longheads and roundheads respectively have not yet been 
determined, Mongoloids are all roundheads. Negroids are mainly in between, 
tending towards narrowness. Caucasoids are mixed, particularly amongst 
Europeans where some are longheads (Nordics and early Mediterraneans) and 
others roundheads (Alpines). Ancient burial grounds have yielded evidence 
that Caucasoid subraces were interlocked in Europe from earliest archaic 
times. It is quite possible that the heavy incidence amongst Buropean peoples 
of such disabling ailments as migraine, still medically incurable, could be the 
vestigial travail of dysgenic breeding between longheads and roundheads, 
which might also account for the genetic origin of the chronic baldness so 
rarely found amongst Mongoloids or Negroids. Other congenital malaises 
could also originate in a morphological imbalance resulting from haphazard 
or incompatible hybridization, 

By far and away the most vitally important of the measurable physical 
differences between the races and subraces relate to the inherited neural 
systems, particularly the size, shape and structure of the brain, the central 
nervous ganglion, the organic seat of consciousness. On average the brain of 
Negroids (and Australoids) is smaller than that of Caucasoids and Mongoloids. 
Though the inference to be drawn from this is obvious from studies in evolu- 
tion there is as yet little proof of any direct correlation between mere size of 
brain and thinking ability in the human species, but throughout the animal 
kingdom there is a significant correlation between size of brain and size of 
body. That the brain has increased in volume in the course of human evolu- 
tion no scientist disputes, and races primitive in other respects have retained 
the smaller brains of their ancestors. What has more value is degree of com- 
plexity in structure, and in this respect the races vary considerably, the brain 
of the Australoid and the Bushmen, for example, being exceptionally primitive 
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when compared with that of any Caucasoid. Because as yet little progress has 
been made by direct or objective examination to relate physiological functions 
with thought-processes, reliance has perforce to be placed on what can be 
rationally deduced from mental tests and what the members of each racial 
type have initiated in mankind’s upward evolution. Each race develops its 
own thought pattern, each a manifestation of separate cerebral evolution. 

It has been said that Australoids, for example, are archaic Stone Age 
fixtures (a vestigial cross between homo erectus and homo sapiens) because 
for survival their environment did not require them to be otherwise. But one 
might ask what survival requirement urged the early Caucasoids in England 
nearly 4,000 years ago to build the great temples of Avebury and Stonehenge. 

Measured by standards of intellectual achievement the primary Negroid 
races of Africa, despite their vast numbers and long history under favourable 
conditions, seem to occupy a lowly place in human advancement. Not all 
writers may endorse Toynbee’s conclusion that the Black races (meaning the 
Negroid races of Africa) have not as yet contributed anything of value to 
civilization, but to date (1974) no authority has furnished any evidence 
rebutting this view. To account for this astonishing discrepancy in cultural 
performance between the races one is left with no alternative but to assume 
the existence of some genetic deficiency (possibly paedomorphic) in innate 
cerebral (mental) capacity, particularly with regard to abstract reasoning, in 
the Negroid inheritance. Environment alone certainly does not exlain it. In 
confirmation of this countless mental tests (1.Q.) have been carried out over 
the past fifty years under laboratory conditions in which all external factors 
such as upbringing, education, social status and “examination nerves” have 
been given due weight. The results of these tests provide incontrovertible 
evidence that the native Negroid brain lags behind both Caucasoid and 
Mongoloid in evolutionary progression, This conclusion relates to averages 
after allowing for overlaps. It is interesting to note that American Indians, 
though less socially privileged, come higher in the scale than American 
Negroes. Where American Negroes have scored more marks than average, this 
has been ascribed to varying degrees of part Caucasoid or Mongoloid ancestry. 
Indeed, those few who have distinguished themselves in Western society 
plainly bear in their features the unmistakable imprint of some non-Negroid 
admixtures. In early infancy Negroid children have a more rapid rate of 
maturation than Caucasoids, a highly suggestive evolutionary differentiation, 
and such natural precociousness must be brought into I.Q. assessments. 
Despite denials by egalitarian psychologists, natural aptitudes can be detected 
at a very early age, as the pioneer authority on heredity, Sir Francis Galton, 
and the great educationalist, Sir Cyril Burt, pointed out years ago. 

1L.Q. tests are primarily designed to ascertain degrees of innate intelligence 
and inventive capacity, native reasoning powers and cognitive ability. They do 
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not purport to cover general sensitivity or such psychological phenomena as 
memory, preferences, prejudices, motivation, emotional patterns and other 
aspects of temperament conditioned by environment. Nor is speed of sensory 
reflex a criterion of intelligence. Differences between intuition and logical 
thought and between emotion and reason are psychological reflections of 
complex neural functions, which vary in a fundamental way between the 
races. 

A survey carried out by London University (as reported in New Society 
of March 1974) into the relative mental and behavioural patterns of over 
3,000 school children, aged about 10, in London and the Isle of Wight 
revealed that “educational attainments were generally lower in West Indian 
(Negro) children than in indigenous (English) children.” Also disclosed was 
the fact that “conduct difficulties, such as fighting, disruptive behaviour and 
stealing” were higher amongst the Negroes than the English, though the home 
lives from birth of the two racial groups were not markedly dissimilar. 

Confirming the educational side of this finding, the British Government’s 
Community Relations Commission reported in May 1974 that in verbal rea- 
soning Negroid pupils came immeasurably below Caucasoid pupils. Although 
born in England and growing up with a knowledge of no other language, 
Negro children had a grading in English as much as 50% lower than that for 
English children of the same age. In older age groups the mental gap actually 
widened, despite equal educational scope and similar home conditions. Most 
dark Caucasoids (Asiatic Indians, Pakistanis, etc.) seem to make better scho- 
lars than Negroids, as also do Mongoloids (Chinese, Japanese, etc.). As could 
be expected the racial inequalities thus revealed in the schools are reflected in 
the inability of Negroes to compete with other races after leaving school, but 
political prejudice keeps the facts from being publicly recognized. 

‘The findings in England correspond with comparable studies in America, 
where in June 1974 Professor Arthur R. Jensen of California University, the 
world renowned authority on the subject, re-affirmed his earlier conclusions 
that on all the evidence available “Negroes have a considerably lower 1.Q. 
than Whites” and that at his college the “achievement gap between Negro 
children and Whites is nearly six years.” He also pointed out that Mongoloid 
children were three years ahead of Negroes in tests requiring no linguistic 
ability. Professor Jensen emphasized, however, that it should not be assumed 
that because of these discrepancies in basic intelligence all Blacks are inferior 
to all Whites or that such fundamental mental disparities between the races 
would justify classroom divisions solely on grounds of colour or average 
racial abilities, since this might tend to place a handicap on the naturally 
brighter scholars, both White and Black. Nevertheless, it is extremely unlikely 
that any educational or other artificial procedures designed to minimize the 
discrepancies described will ever prevent society from becoming stratified on 
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racial lines, as is proved for example in the case of Brazil, where, despite no 
official cognizance of racial differences, Mongoloids, Amerinds, Negroids and 
Caucasoids naturally tend to keep to their own kind, thus ensuring some 
measure of racial harmony. 


8. HEREDITY OUTWEIGHS ENVIRONMENT 


An assumption often exploited by social psychologists for professional 
and political purposes is that environmental influence (social conditioning in 
one generation) determines the quality and personality of the individual. This 
is quite false. With breed predominating, personality is the product of the 
interaction between heredity and environment. Nature, not nurture, governs 
the issue. Inherited qualities decide the cultural pattern. Thus does race pre- 
determine national character. 

Superimposed on the Marxist dogma that upbringing and indoctrination 
can effectively equalize mankind is the rather preposterous supposition that 
even if any outstanding aptitudes or talents were inherited they would count 
for little in a society dehumanized and downgraded on Communist or Socialist 
lines of fabricated uniformity. 

On a parallel with this is the equally specious theory of Socialism that 
“economic equality” could also be brought about by “environmental engin- 
eering,” a proposition associated with the fictitious premise that all men of all 
races, irrespective of quality and individual merit, have an inherent right to 
share equally in nature’s bounty. The Socialist concept of “social justice” 
(the “social contract”) as promoted by disruptive class warfare, (see The 
Communist Manifesto of Karl Marx re-published specially in 1948 by the 
Jewish Socialist, Laski, for the guidance of the British Labour Party) to 
equate by force all classes and all races of all nations in one drab proletarian 
whole is unlinked with reality and beyond any possibility of realization. 

It is further fallaciously argued by Socialist and other egalitarian poli- 
ticians, both secular and ecclesiastic, who are still reluctant to acknowledge 
the truths now being disclosed by the comparatively new science of genetics, 
that no harm would befall nations or their civilizations or humanity if the 
disparate races were to interbreed freely and indiscriminately. 

Associated with the ill found belief that environment is more important 
than breed is the theory of Lamarck, once fashionable in both Communist 
and Church circles, but now utterly discredited, that qualities, mental as well 
as physical, acquired in one generation by education, training or mutilation 
(e.g. circumcision) could be genetically inherited by the succeeding genera- 
tion. In fact no mental or muscular striving can produce effects inheritable 
either in mind or body. 
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9. MINDS WARPED BY MARXIST MULTIRACIALISM 


Reminscent of the Dark Ages, and regarding truth as their enemy, 
insubordinate and rebellious Marxist students, a minority ill-favoured by 
nature as regards intelligence and appearance, have threatened (April 1974) 
to use violence to prevent lectures being given at the universities on the 
scientific facts of racial biology and its social significance. 

Under Socialist régimes schools in the United Kingdom are being made 
“comprehensive,” i.e. standardized, with the object of “equalizing” the pupils 
as required by the United Nations, and qualifying examinations to sift the 
sheep from the goats are being abolished. Furthermore, the teaching in 
English schools of British history and British Imperialism, hitherto considered 
necessary in fostering patriotism with a disciplined sense of unity, love of 
country with pride of race and nation, is now being eliminated, such whole- 
some traditional education being regarded as inappropriate now that pupils 
of unassimilable alien races with different loyalties are flooding schools. By 
removing passages from the works of the great British histori uch as 
Green, Trevelyan and Bryant which point to the essentially distinct character 
of the indigenous people Marxists hope through a process of multiracial 
anarchy to end for ever the British national heritage. 

In order to equate them with other races, Negro students in some 
American colleges have been awarded more marks than were earned in the 
tests. And as a further means of creating a levelled-down multiracial society in 
America, even though seen to be unnatural and inherently unstable, White 
children are being taken, against the wishes of their parents, from schools in 
their home districts to schools some distance away where Black children 
greatly outnumber White. 

The Christian Bible has been banished from state schools in America 
and spiritual observances, Christian prayers in particular, are no longer allowed 
under a law enacted at the instance of a powerful race-conscious fraternity 
dedicated to the extinguishing of Christianity, which their rabbis contend is 
inimical to their racial interests. In the mixed multiracial schools in New York 
City police have been specially detailed (1974) to protect teachers from the 
precocious savagery of the unruly students, mostly Negroids and the children 
of Puerto Rican immigrants. 

In multiracial schools in England children’s minds have been and are 
being warped by the official teaching of atheistical Communism as an alterna- 
tive “religion” to Christianity, even though the Education Act (1944) 
disallows such amoral instruction. It should be noted that the United Nations, 
recognizing no moral code divinely inspired, has formally declared that God- 
less Marxism is one of the great “religions” of mankind. Believing that science 
will eventually dispense with God and all things spiritual, modern Humanists, 
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the Marxists, claim that school children in multiracial and multicredal 
communities would benefit if given negative non-religious teaching. 

To such demoralizing activities, tolerated by the decaying Church under 
malign Marxist influence and popularized by the mass media, and condoned if 
not fostered by Socialist and many Liberal and Conservative politicians, may 
be attributed much of the ill-behaviour of adolescent youth and the lawless- 
ness and general decline in social and national discipline now disfiguring the 
nations of the Western World. 


10. SLAVERY AS AN INSTITUTION 


A further myth with relevance to the racial controversy may be men- 
tioned, though of minor importance, is the political fiction propagated, usually 
by Negrophiles, that slavery was a condition clamped solely on the coloured 
races by the white-skinned races. This deception has been so exaggerated by 
Marxists and liberal sentimentalists, whose prejudice it is to glorify Negroid 
excellence, that to-day there exists in America and the United Kingdom what 
psychologists call a “guilt complex.” The truth of course is that throughout 
history enslavement of man by man has been practised in some form or other 
by all races and subraces. Slavery was usually the fate of prisoners captured in 
warfare. Ancient civilizations relied on slave labour. In classical Athens and 
Rome men and women were bought and sold like cattle, but few of these 
slaves were Negroes. If the Old Testament is to be believed, the Semitic 
Hebrews owned slaves and they saw nothing wrong in it — except when they 
were themselves enslaved in Egypt. Many centuries later the Jews were to 
become great slave dealers along the north African coast. Nor is such human 
bondage specifically condemned as sinful in the New Testament. Both bonds- 
men and freemen could be Christians, Practically all the Negro slaves taken to 
the Americas to make good a “labour shortage” were purchased from other 
Negroes in Africa who had captured them in tribal feuds. In comparing racial 
characters it may be worth noting that for some, as yet undefined, reason 
Negroes proved more amenable slave material in America than the indigenous 
Amerinds, In this specific trait the Negroes might well enjoy some adaptative 
advantage in survival. Quite a few Negroids in America to-day show varying 
degrees of Caucasoid genetic admixtures, possibly originally acquired by some 
of their ancestors in Africa from their Semitic or Hamitic overlords. 

According to the United Nations the main owners of Negro slaves to-day 
are the dark-skinned Semitic Arabs, whose religion, Mohammedanism, permits 
the practice. It was mainly due to the enlightened zeal of white Europeans, 
mostly under the aegis of British Imperialism, that Arab slave raiding, which 
from the 9th century had been playing havoc with Negroid tribal societies 
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and nations, was brought to an end. The Semites and the Hamites, however, 
were to leave behind the cultural inheritance and also the genetic infusion 
often displayed in Negroid character to-day. 


11. RACIAL UPSURGES 


For the strongest evidence proving beyond dispute that the racial fac- 
tor determines the issue in the formation and consolidation of nations, 
despite what the United Nations and their supporters may claim to the con- 
trary, we have to turn to the African Continent, where nation after nation has 
been created during the past few years solely on the basis of race. Such racial 
resurgence has been largely promoted on the pretext of “majority rule,” but 
in fact each of the nations concerned, with a constitution approved by the 
United Nations, is a despotism allowing no internal opposition, the concept 
of Western democracy of shared rule and responsibility making no appeal 
whatever to the native Negroid mind. In furtherance of their racial urges the 
Negroes in the new nations, resorting to terror and bloodshed, have turned 
non-Negroid people, including East Indians and Arabs as well as Europeans, 
out of their respective territories and have confiscated their properties. Such 
activities have been largely subsidized by the Western nations, whose politi- 
cians still stubbornly deny the influence or even the existence of the racial 
factor in human development and progress. In the Republics of South Africa 
and Rhodesia it has been found imperative in the interests of enlightened 
democracy and the Christian heritage to keep the races apart as far as possible, 
in South Africa even entailing the setting up of separate nations to allow each 
race the freedom to fulfil its own natural destiny. 

The civil war in the Republic of Nigeria, following on independence in 
1963, could be attributed more to tribally-fixed racial pressures than to 
religious animosity between Christian, Moslems and pagans. 

The internecine strife and massacres in the Republic of Burundi in 
central Africa is a striking example of natural racial antipathy, Here the 
Bahutu (Negroes), who are in the majority, are relentlessly hostile to the 
Batutsi (Nilotics), who are the minority ruling element and who regard them- 
selves as a superior people. The physical and mental differences between these 
two African races are most marked. 

All writers seem to be agreed that the sporadic feuding in the Sudan 
and in Ethopia arises directly from the mixing of different races in one terri- 
tory, each race striving for ascendancy. 

Many of the non-Negroid peoples in regions to the north of Africa are 
becoming more conscious of their racial natures. For centuries Semitic Arabs 
have dominated these nations, but still there exist age old racial feelings 
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despite the imposition of Mohammedanism, but the racial delineations are far 
too complex to be described here, suffice it to say that the Berbers, for 
example, who are not Negroids, are also racially distinct from the Arabs. 

Negroids of African ancestry now constitute a considerable proportion 
of the racially divided inhabitants of nations in the Western Hemisphere, 
where the native Amerinds are becoming extinct. Unlike the Amerinds, mil- 
lions of Negroids are free citizens of the U.S.A., where they are now mili- 
tantly clamouring for social acceptance on terms of an imaginary equality. 

In the Republic of Haiti Negroids have enjoyed freedom and indep- 
ence under their own rule for over 150 years, but despite every help and 
encouragement from outside they have not proved themselves capable of 
congenial adaptation to Caucasoid cultures, and their natural Negroid inheri- 
tance remains with them, In Martinique the mainly Negroid society furnishes 
a good example of the unhappy consequences of incompatible racial inter- 
breeding. 

In South America, besides the millions of Negroids in Brazil, where 
they occupy lowly positions in society, about half the inhabitants of the 
Republic of Guyana are Negroids, the other half being mainly Asiatic Indians 
who are showing every determination of preserving their ancestral exclusive- 
ness. As in Brazil the indigenous Amerinds are being ingloriously pushed into 
the jungle and into extinction. Much of the territory of Guyana is uncul- 
tivated and the race-conscious Government have offered to provide land for 
the permanent settlement of their Negroid racial kinsmen now living inse- 
curely in overcrowded England. 

Racial uprisings are not of course confined to rivalry for survival 
between the primary races. There are also subracial conflicts. Soon after the 
withdrawal of the discipline of the British Raj from the Indian Continent in 
1947, where from very ancient time racial distinctions had been acted upon 
as a normal way of life, murderous civil strife broke out, resulting in the loss 
of over a million lives. Out of this ordeal, a consequence of mixing races in 
one community, two separate nations were created, India and Pakistan, but 
peace did not last and another independent nation, Bangladesh, was formed 
in 1971. Although this awful turmoil is popularly supposed to be solely the 
outcome of religious fanaticism, that is, Hinduism versus Mohammedanism, 
its real cause has deeper roots — in the ineradicable tendency for different 
races to develop their own cultures and adopt religions congenial to their 
intrinsic way of thinking. In India racial and religious demarkations existed 
many centuries before 1,400 A.D. when the Moghul invaders of an alien race 
brought in Mohammedanism. The Caste System of the stratified society of 
Hinduism had its origin over 4,000 years ago in the instinctive urge of the 
warlike Aryans to protect their superb qualities when in contact with other 
races they deemed inferior to themselves in the territory they overran. 
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Within India dwell the Nagas, a people of Mongoloid extraction who for cen- 
turies have successfully resisted integration. They still (1974) struggle for 
complete racial independence although now accorded a certain measure of 
autonomy. All the peoples living nearer the Himalayas, in Nepal, for example, 
from which land come the Gurkhas and the Sherpas, are mostly Mongoloid 
and not Caucasoid Indians, and are zealous of their racial heritage. In Ceylon, 
re-named Sri-Lanka on becoming independent of British rule, the Singalese 
ruling castes (Hindu and Buddhist) of ancient stock are repatriating thousands 
of immigrant Tamil speakers to India as a way of making permanent the 
racial unity and compactness of their nation. 

In such lands as far apart as the Fiji Islands, Guyana, the Seychelles, 
East and South Africa and the British Isles can be seen displayed the dis- 
turbing consequences of the immigration of Asiatic Indians who have no 
intention of becoming fully integrated with the peoples they have settled 
amongst. 

The Kurds of Iraq, more Nordic then Semitic, are still (1974) engaged 
on a campaign for recognition as a separate racial entity distinct from the 
Semitic Arab ruling authority in Baghdad, although in a modified form they 
share with the Arabs a common religion. 

The pattern of the complex upsurges of the peoples in the Far East 
can only be explained if recourse be had to an understanding of the ethnic 
natures of the manifold Mongoloid subraces who have been evolved in these 
regions from pre-historic times. The many invasions from which the Mongoloid 
Chinese have suffered down through the ages have been by more warlike 
subraces who were also Mongoloids, which would explain why the Mongoloid 
racial qualities, ensuring a consistent pattern of homogeneity, have per- 
sisted. The last invaders to conquer China were the Manchus, a subrace 
lacking in the refined quality of the Chinese, who ruled from 1644 to 1912, 
when their dynasty finally came to an end. Later the Japanese, another 
Mongoloid subrace with well-defined racial qualities, attempted to conquer 
the land, but in the clash of world events they were tured out. Despite their 
apparent homogeneity the people of Japan, originating in Korea, are them- 
selves a mixture of Mongoloid immigrants, including Malays, to the islands 
they now occupy, the indigenous inhabitants, the Caucasoid or Australoid 
Ainu, now becoming extinct. The Vietnamese civil war, with related pressures 
throughout Indo-China, still actively pursued in spite of an alleged armistice 
arranged by America in 1974, is kept aflame by subracial undercurrents not- 
withstanding the fact that the various peoples concerned belong to the 
primary Mongoloid race. Purely for racial reasons, Singapore, where Chinese 
exercise the controlling power, seceded from Malaysia in 1965. The Maoris of 
New Zealand, who are Mongoloid Polynesians, are complaining they suffer 
from disadvantages because of racial segregation, even though racial distinc- 
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tions are not officially recognized. 

European history is full of stories testifying to the racial character of 
insurrectionary movements, the Balkans being particularly notable in this 
respect. Walloon discontent in Belgium is as much a matter of race as language 
and religion. Holland is riven by racial strife as a result of the influx of non- 
European races from South America and the East Indies. 

France is confronted with the problem of assimilating or repatriating 
Arab or Berber immigrants from North Africa. 

The Basques of Northern Spain, an ancient and still race-conscious 
stock of people, still hope one day to be treated as a free and independent 
nation with a right to govern themselves. 

In Cyprus Greeks (Christians) are temporarily restrained from violently 
assaulting Turks (Moslems) by the presence of a standing United Nations 
mercenary army. Racial and religious antipathies are endemic in the island. 
Social or political integration under such circumstances, here as elsewhere, is 
vain wishful thinking. The prevailing conditions could, in fact, lead to open 
warfare between Greece and Turkey, even though the governments of both 
these nations are anti-Communist. 

In the United Kingdom, the prevailing (1974) clamour for national 
independence of Scotland and Wales and the homicidal turmoil in Northern 
Ireland, despite religious and historical overtones, can only be understood if 
racial factors are invoked. 

Romany Gypsies, descendants of wandering Indian migrants, first 
entered England 500 years ago but are still not integrated, still persisting in 
retaining their racial uniqueness, and were successful in 1968 in getting land 
set aside by law for their exclusive use, a procedure contrary in principle to 
the Race Relations Act (1965), which expressly forbids discriminatory or 
favourable treatment on grounds of race. With the approval of the Lords 
Spiritual, bigamy has been made legal for Pakistanis and other Moslem immi- 
grants who are now settling in England. Jews also enjoy special racial and 
religious dispensation under the law. 

Because of their acute sense of racial kinship with an unyielding deter- 
mination to maintain their existence as a separate people despite dispersion 
over Europe and indeed over the world, and because of their prominent par- 
ticipation in racial affairs to achieve this purpose, the people who to-day 
regard themselves as Jews by nature must be given special consideration. 

Aboriginally a Bedouin-type pastoral tribe of non-Aryan Semitics Jews 
claim lineal descent from Abraham, through Judah and Benjamin. They 
should not, however, be confused with other Semitic Hebrews, the Israelites, 
who mysteriously disappeared from the pages of history after the Assyrian 
conquests of northern Canaan in 722 B.C. 

After the destruction of Jerusalem in 70 A.D., the Jews migrated from 


26 


Palestine in two directions, one westward along the northern African coast 
and into Spain, the other northward through Asia Minor, the Balkans, Russia, 
Poland and into Germany, all the while tenanciously holding on to their 
racial identity, mainly by mating with their own kind as enjoined by their 
nationalist religion. The first of these two migratory waves became known as 
the Sephardim, the second as the Ashkenazim. The two groups can be dis- 
tinguished physically and have different religious rites. Both groups, however, 
have certain characteristics in common, fingerprint patterns, e.g., testifying to 
a common ancestral origin. Many Jews migrating through Russia have lost 
their Armenoid nose, the result no doubt of interbreeding with Mongoloids, 

From the 8th century A.D. many Jews who migrated to Russia assoc- 
iated intimately with Mongoloid Khazars, who adopted Judaism as a religion. 
According to Winston Churchill and others who knew the facts, it was such 
Jews who were responsible for the Bolshevik Revolution of 1917 and the 
subsequent atrocities, including the murder of the Romanoy Czar and his 
family to remove for ever a racial rallying point for the Russians, as Trotsky 
later explained, Furthermore, the Jewish revolutionaries relied almost entirely 
on contributions from their racial kinsmen in America, as do the Jews in the 
Middle East to-day, where their outrageous acts of genocide have been con- 
demned by the United Nations whose Peace Envoy, Count Folke Bernadotte, 
they killed. Zionist Jews invariably quote the Balfour Declaration (a personal 
note dated November 2, 1917, from AJ. Balfour, the British Foreign Secre- 
tary, to Lord Rothschild, the international banker), as the legal justification 
for taking possession of land belonging to Arabs in the Middle East, This 
declaration, however, said no more than that the British Government “view 
with favour the establishment in Palestine of a national home for the Jewish 
people, it being clearly understood that nothing shall be done which may 
prejudice the civil and religious rights of existing non-Jewish communities.” 
In Russia in 1934 there was set aside an autonomous region then called 
Birobijan for the segregation of Jews in the Soviet Union who sought to 
retain their racial identity by keeping themselves apart from other people. 
This project failed, however, largely because Jews in the Kremlin came to 
realize that it would clash with their ambitions to take over Palestine and the 
adjoining territories. 

Despite massive evidence to the contrary, it has been asserted by the 
United Nations that because Jews are citizens of many nations they do not 
strictly constitute a recognizable racial entity and that they can only be 
identified as a socio-religious group. This view, however, is not held by 
impartial authorities on the subject, nor is it a view acceptable to the rab- 
binate. Not all Jews acknowledge the Prophets or conform to their intensely 
nationalist religion of Judaism with its emphasis on vengeful retributive 
justice. Many of the leaders of their race have been-atheists or agnostics, and 


27 


a few, like Disraeli, have become Christians. But in spiritual matters generally, 
the Jews condemn both Christianity and Mohammedanism outright as being 
inimical to their own religious predilections. Not all Jews are Zionists, many, 
because of their wealth and status but without losing in any way their sense 
of fraternity, still preferring to remain as a “‘nation within a nation,” despite 
the potential peril of persecution at times of national stress. 

In portraits of representative Jews one can see depicted features fur- 
nishing tangible evidence of a common racial affinity. Given to ostentation 
and with a reputation for shrewdness but by nature argumentative and 
devious, Jews inherit consistent mental characteristics setting them apart 
from the generality of other Caucasoid subraces inhabiting Europe and 
America. From earliest times their Prophets noticed they had a decided flair 
and fondness for commerce. In the New Testament we read how the Jewish 
money-changers were thrown out of the temple for their sacrilegious use of 
the building. It is, indeed, in the field of barter, involving credit, agiotage and 
usury, that the Jews have excelled and made themselves conspicuous through- 
out history. It was not an activity thrust on them against their wishes, as their 
spokesmen declare. Their talents in this respect were sought by the Romans, 
the Catholic Church, Islam and the German kingdoms. William the Conqueror 
borrowed money from them for his invasion of England, as also did Oliver 
Cromwell for his rebellion. They financed Garibaldi in his campaigns to over- 
turn papal rule in Rome. On Disraeli’s request Rothschilds provided the loan 
for the purchase of shares in the Suez Canal, foreshadowing later events. Jews 
furnished Bismarck with the necessary credit for the Franco-Prussian War. 
Their banks arranged the credits that enabled Japan to defeat Russia in 
1904/5. King Edward VII’s carnal pleasures were largely financed by them, 
for which they were rewarded with high British honours. Jewish bankers, as 
we have said, provided the wherewithal for the Bolshevik Revolution, and 
later on, strange as this may seem, contributed to the funds of the National 
Socialist and German Workers Party, presumably hoping thereby to control 
this patriotic and racial upsurge. Financial contributions from Jews in England 
to their kinsmen in Palestine (Israel) were in 1974 running at £24,000,000 a 
year. In the United Kingdom their financiers have helped Leftwing trade 
unions to defy Parliament and the law as part of the Marxist economic class 
war. Their influence as financial advisers to governments, together with their 
power to manipulate international credits through their own banks, would 
appear to be a major factor in the financial crises, including economic infla- 
tion, from which non-Communist nations periodically suffer. 

As the history of political subversion reveals, Jews seem to possess an 
ingrained urge to tamper with the governments of the races they have settled 
amongst. With their cabbalistic capacity for intrigue, they have played prom- 
inent roles in revolutionary movements, and have made themselves notorious 
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as spies. By bringing together the various Marxist organizations in England 
they were able to form the Communist Party of Great Britain in 1920. 
Trotsky and his kinsmen believed in world revolution and amongst the Jews 
who were given special facilities to leave Russia at the time of the revolution 
was the family of one who later (1965) was largely instrumental in England 
for the Race Relations Act, one who on behalf of the Socialist Party pro- 
claimed that the people of the United Kingdom were multiracial, that is to 
say could no longer collectively be regarded as Britons. 

Exploiting to the full their Oriental propensity for exaggeration and 
showmanship, Jews have persuaded many people that as a race they are 
gifted with some special kind of creative genius. Close study, however, 
reveals their real ability, though considerable, to lie more in adroit oppor- 
tunism in imitating and developing the genius of others than in creative 
thought. Their religious concepts and moral codes were borrowed from 
Babylon. Their contributions to art and science are elaborations of Nordic 
ideas. Karl Marx has been boosted by Jewish propagandists to the dimensions 
of a world figure, yet on analysis his involved theorizing is seen to be little 
more than a contorted and perverted application of the economic ideas of 
the Scotsman, Adam Smith, and his Hegelian materialist interpretation of 
history is now regarded by scholars as ill-founded and poisonous to social 
order. The alienist, Sigmund Freud, with his obsession with sex as the psycho- 
analytical key to human personality, is another example of Jewish intellec- 
tualism wrongly thought to be creative. Even the supposedly original mathe- 
matical theorizing of Einstein is little more than an extension of the work of 
Newton. Jewish intellectuals have undoubtedly published many outstanding 
and evocative works on philosophy, economic and social theories and the arts, 
but little of this work is original except perhaps in the form of expression. 
Much of it tends to reflect an outlook on life deeper than culture — the 
indwelling racial bias. In short there exists a Jewish philosophy of history. 

Not being scientifically recorded, demographic statistics relating to 
racial migatory movements between nations are notoriously unreliable. 
Estimates of the net population changes, as between pre-war and post-war, in 
the number of Jews in territories overrun by the Germans in their military 
campaigns against Bolshevism and Communism seem to be the foundation of 
the astonishing allegation that the Germans must have killed some 6,000,000 
Jewish hostages during the last years of the World war when nations opposing 
Germany would not accept them as refugees. This stupendous figure, irrecon- 
cilable with any available ethnogiaphic statistics, seems to have been adopted 
by the Jewish publicity apparatus for propaganda purposes and little credence 
can be attached to it though it is quoted as factual in some standard reference 
works. Equally exaggerated allegations have been made that some 3,000,000 
Romany Gypsies perished in the same genocidal calamity. It does seem 
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certain, however, that well over 1,000,000 Armenians were massacred by 
Turks in 1909 and 1915. The genocide pogroms in Europe and elsewhere over 
the last hundred years should be an object lesson to those who are unable to 
see the risks inherent in mixing unassimilable races in one nation whether 
politically or socially integrated or not. Whether success will ultimately attend 
the Jewish attempt to set up their own independent nation along racial lines in 
territories occupied by Arab Moslems for over a thousand years is a question 
only future events can solve. In the meantime this migratory movement does 
not seem to further the cause of world peace or of humanity. 


12. MIXING OF RACES AND NATIONAL DECAY 


From earliest times civilized nations have fallen into decay and have 
lost their identity by neglecting to heed the unifying force of the racial 
factor. The national vicissitudes of Ancient Egypt could be attributed to this 
failure. The empire of Alexander the Great stretching across most of the 
civilized world, did not last, its rapid disintegration being brought about by 
insurgent racial pressures, despite all Alexander could do to thrust multi- 
racialism on the conquered peoples. The weakness that eventually led to the 
final destruction of Carthage was the growth of a multiracial population 
which had to rely for national defence on mercenary soldiers of different 
races and uncertain loyalties. Their adversaries, the Roman legions, on the 
other hand, had the supreme advantage of morale founded on racial homo- 
geneity. Centuries later Rome itself fell into decay by similarly neglecting 
to preserve the cohering qualities of racial kinship. 

On this Gibbon’s comments are worth pondering: “As early as the 
time of Hadrian (78 — 138 A.D.) it was the just complaint of the ingenuous 
(indigenous) natives that the capital had attracted the vices of the universe 
and the manners of the most opposite nations. The intemperance of the 
Gauls, the cunning and levity of the Greeks, the savage obstinacy of the 
Egyptians and Jews, the servile temper of the Asiatics, and the dissolute 
effeminate prostitution of the Syrians, were mingled in the various multi- 
tude, which, under the proud and false denomination of Romans, presumed 
to despise their fellow-subjects, and even their sovereigns, who dwelt beyond 
the precincts of the Eternal City.” 

The Arab expansion of the 7th century A.D. onwards can only be 
understood if it is viewed as an explosive expression of racial enthusiasm. 
Under the inspiring influence of Mohammed’s teaching and with the banner 
of Islam at their head Arab armies overran nations weakened by loss of racial 
vigour and national pride and established the very distinctive Arab culture of 
an empire encompassing large parts of Asia, including the Indian subcontinent, 
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northern Africa and almost the whole of the Iberian Peninsula. With their 
Jewish collaborators, they were not expelled from Spain until the 15th 
century A.D., but they were to leave behind in this European outpost of their 
empire not only a genetic inheritance, evidence of some interbreeding, but 
superb examples of the delicately stylized architecture and other relics of 
their characteristic racial genius. What brought about the Arab decline? 
Although certain minor factors may have contributed, the basic cause was 
undoubtedly degenerate multiracialism, a repetition of the conditions that 
had destroyed Carthage, Alexander’s empire and Rome. The fighting qualities 
of the Arabs, steeled by generations of evolutionary forging in the desert, 
with an inborn sense of racial kinship, were eroded by dysgenic exogamy. 
And schisms arose in Islam, largely the outcome of discordant racial impulses 
in the various peoples subjugated, which contributed towards the dissolution 
of Arab imperialism. 

The later empires of Portugal, Spain, Holland and Great Britain have 
each in turn been dissolved by neglect to heed racial motives, a weakness 
which perhaps could have been checked by stern military or police discipline 
as in the case of the expanding empire of the Union of Soviet Socialist 
Republics, with its soulless insectlike framework of Marxism so much 
admired by Socialists, where no freedom at all is allowed for racial self- 
expression. 

Nations subject to invasion or immigration by races not assimilable with 
advantage to the host community are also brought down by failure to recog- 
nize the racial element in human evolution, a defect in governments indifferent 
to the need to preserve the intrinsic qualities, symmetry and unity of the 
indigenous nationals. The indiscriminate shuffling of incompatible races in 
the U.S.A. and in the U.K., for example, on Marxist terms of an assumed and 
fictitious equality is contributing, as predicted by impartial judges years ago, 
to the social disharmony, disorder and crime now disfiguring these two great 
nations. 

The conditions of degeneracy prevailing in Rome in the Ist century 
A.D., as described by Gibbon, can now be seen arising in an extreme form 
to-day in New York and London, the latter city already harbouring about a 
million inhabitants of foreign racial extraction. In May 1974 a Negro born in 
the West Indies, a race-conscious Socialist agitator on behalf of Negroid 
interests, was made Chairman of the Greater London Council, a figurehead, 
symbolic of a nation’s decline. Because of the grave unrest and distress caused 
by forcing English people to absorb into their community uncounted 
numbers of people of alien blood, the House of Commons set up a Select 
Committee on Race Relations and Immigration, but years have passed and 
nothing has been done to act on the disturbing evidence placed before it. 

National unity is not feasible without racial or kinship loyalties, the 
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traditional essentials of patriotism, a concept of commonsense not accep- 
table, however, to recent rulers of Great Britain, who, under insidious and 
sinister persuasion by alien cosmopolitan bankers, aim to sacrifice the 
independence of their great nation, at present enjoying sovereignty under a 
racially dynastic monarchy, by arbitrarily pushing it into some international 
or European federation, misleadingly called the European Economic Com- 
munity or the Common Market to hide its real political nature under the 
Treaty of Rome. This scheme, naturally unacceptable to most English people 
who have made themselves aware of the facts, people of non-European 
descent the right to enter England on terms of equality with British subjects. 

Later — perhaps when it is too late — it will be more fully realized that 
the indiscriminate introduction of aliens of a different racial strain into any 
homogeneous community inevitably ends in loss of social and national 
cohesion, lowering the discipline and morale of the indigenous people, 
dissolving their natural ethos and their instinctive feelings of affinity, until 
the nation, unresponsive to appeals of patriotism, shedding the only spirit 
that could keep it united, and bereft of any sense of purpose and destiny, 
withers away. 

Unheeding the lessons of history and the conclusions of science and 
basing their case on fallacious assumptions of human and ethnic equality, 
multiracists, Marxists and racial renegades generally believe and hope with 
ecumenical clerics that the day will come when the inherent qualities and 
inclinations that distinguish the human races will be eradicated for ever by 
universal hybridization, when the need for self-disciplined nations will dis- 
appear and the whole of humanity, sharing a common materialist culture 
and uninspired by any religious sensibility, will be forcibly kept from sinking 
into utter chaos and decay by some kind of world dictatorship — the con- 
summation of the Socialist ideal. On this Professor Coon more objectively 
and realistically remarks: ‘We predict that the Caucasoids, the Mongoloids 
and the Negroids will be with us both as separate units and in clines for a 
long, long time to come.” 

As a final word it may again be fitting to quote Professor Coon: “The 
greater variability of the 20th century human beings, in evolutionary grades 
as well as in racial lines, makes our lives more complicated than those of our 
ancestors who lived in a simpler world, when space was still a barrier to com- 
munication and travel, and local populations kept to themselves. As we move 
rapidly around the world, these differences pose a challenge that we may or 
may not be sapient enough to meet.” 
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“Nation: a distinct race or people having common 
descent, language, history or political institutions.” 
Concise Oxford Dictionary (1958) 


“Lords and Commons of England, consider what 
nation it is whereof ye are and whereof ye are the 
governors: a nation not slow and dull, but of quick, 
ingenious, and piercing spirit, acute to invent, subtle 
and sinewy to discourse, not beneath the reach of 
any point the highest that human capacity can soar 
to. What does God then reveal Himself to his servants, 
and as His manner is, first to His Englishmen?” 
Areopagitica John Milton (1644) 


“Many races, like many individuals, have indulged in 

practices which must in the end destroy them.” 
The Golden Bough Sir James George Frazer 
(1923) 


“« |. . people of different colours (races) could not be 
tonverted into a homogeneous whole by Acts of 
Parliament.” 
Field Marshal Viscount Montgomery of Alamein 
(14.5,62) 
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